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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

1 . The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 1 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: Please delete the 
word "a" in Claim 11. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

4. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. Claim 12 recites "the processor is further 
programmed with instructions for configuring the electronic tablet as a printer whereby 
content is receivable from a coupled computer in a print operation to the electronic 
tablet and displayed on the display." Support for this limitation is found in the 
specification on Pg. 1, Paragraph 3 and Pg. 6, Paragraph 32. However, the 
specification is not clear on how the processor is programmed to configure the 



Application/Control Number: 10/761 ,572 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2629 

electronic tablet as a printer. At most the specification states, "a print driver installed on 
the computer causes he information being printed to be formatted for display on the 
tablet 100 and then copies the formatted data file to the tablet 100. Is the material 
"printed" to the tablet a hard copy, such as paper? Does the tablet have a printer 
whereby it uses paper? As best understood, the Examiner interprets the claim as the 
electronic tablet being able to receive electronic information from a computer and 
formatting it to correspond with the display of the tablet. In this case the processor does 
not need to be configured as a printer. It is not understood what is meant by configuring 
an electronic tablet as a printer and therefore an explanation is needed to clarify this 
limitation. 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. It is unclear by what is meant by "configuring the electronic 
tablet as a printer". The claim is confusing and unclear as to how an electronic tablet is 
configured to function as a printer. A clear explanation is needed to further explain this 
configuration. 

7. Claim 1 5 recites the limitation "the data port" on Page 1 1 , lines 4,11 and 12. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. The Examiner will 
interpret the "data port" as if it refers to the USB port mentioned on Page 1 1 , line 2. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

9. Claims 1, 7, 8, 12, 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Noda et al. (U.S. Patent 5,583,742— herein referred to as "Noda"). 

As to Claim 1 , Noda teaches an electronic tablet (Col. 4, lines 41-43), 
comprising: a housing (Fig. 1, Element 2), a data port within the housing for receiving 
viewable content in a digital format (Fig. 6, Elements 25 and 27 and Col. 5, lines 29- 
37), a processor within the housing and coupled to the data port, the processor 
programmed to execute instructions for converting the digital formatted content into a 
displayable format (Col. 4, lines 45-50--lt is inherent that any computing device 
having data ports used to receive information from an external device will 
undoubtedly have a processor that executes instructions for converting digital 
into a displayable format that a user may use), a display coupled to the processor for 
displaying the content and secured to the housing in a waterproof manner (Fig. 1, 
Element 6 and Figs 7 and 9 and Col. 6, lines 8-41), and an access door in the 
housing associated with the data port (Fig. 13a-13c, Element 37 and Fig. 14a-14c, 
Element 39) and having a closed position wherein the data port is sealed in a 
waterproof manner behind the access door (Fig. 5, Elements 37 and 39 and Col. 7, 
lines 1-53). 
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As to Claim 7 , Noda teaches a touch input screen overlaid on the display and 
coupled to the processor for receiving user input (Col. 4, lines 41-55). 

As to Claim 8 , Noda teaches the housing comprises a shock absorbing material 
(Fig. 7, Element 29 and Col. 3, lines 11-16 and Col. 5, lines 10-23 and 60-67). 

As to Claim 12 , Noda teaches the processor is further programmed with 
instructions for configuring the electronic tablet as a printer whereby content is 
receivable from a coupled computer in a print operation to the electronic tablet and 
displayed on the display (It is inherent that when an electronic tablet receives 
information/data from an external computer that it will convert the 
information/data into a form that is appropriate for its display). 

As to Claim 13 , Noda teaches the processor further programmed with 
instructions for configuring the electronic tablet as a storage device whereby content is 
receivable from a coupled computer and stored in a memory (It is inherent that when 
an electronic tablet receives information/data from an external computer that it 
has the capacity to store the information/data in memory). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 1 . Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Noda. 
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As to Claim 14 , Noda fails to teach the housing has dimensions of approximately 
8.5 inches by 1 1 inches. However, the specification shows no apparent benefits form 
having a housing with the dimensions of 8.5 inches by 1 1 inches. Therefore, having a 
housing with the dimensions of 8.5 inches by 1 1 inches is clearly a design choice based 
on the specific requirements of the claim. Furthermore, it would have been obvious to a 
one of ordinary skill in the art to include a housing of any size, including having the 
dimensions of 8.5 inches by 1 1 inches, into the electronic tablet taught by Noda, since 
any dimension would perform equally well at protecting the electronic components. In 
addition it would have been obvious to a one of ordinary skill in the art to include a 
housing with the dimensions of 8.5 inches by 1 1 inches so that the device may be more 
portable. 

12. Claims 5, 6, 9-11,15-17 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Noda in view of Acharya (USPGPUB 2004/0236647— herein referred 
to as "Acharya"). 

As to Claims 5 and 15 , most of the claim limitations have already been 
discussed with respect to the rejection of Claim 1 and 7, with the exception of a 
rechargeable battery within the housing and a USB port within the housing for receiving 
viewable content in a digital format from a connectable computer. Examiner cites Noda 
to teach a rechargeable battery within the housing (Fig. 11, Element 23 and Col. 4, 
lines 65-66). Although Noda teaches external ports (Fig. 6, Elements 25 and 27), he 
fails to teach a USB port within the housing. Examiner cites Acharya to teach an 
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electronic tablet comprising a USB port within a housing (Acharya — Fig. 5, Element 29 
and Pg. 4, ^ 0051 and Pg. 5, U 0058). At the time the invention was made, it would 
have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the use of a 
USB port as taught by Acharya in the electronic tablet taught by Noda in order to allow 
for electronic communication with other communication devices (Acharya— Pg. 4, 
0051). 

As to Claim 6 , Noda fails to teach the data port comprising a flash ROM port for 
receiving a flash ROM card. Examiner cites Acharya to teach a flash ROM port for 
receiving a flash ROM card (Acharya — Fig. 5, Elements 15 and 25 and Pg. 6 U 0063). 
At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to incorporate the use of a flash ROM port as taught by Acharya in the 
electronic tablet taught by Noda in order to allow another means for information to be 
passed from one electronic device to another electronic device (Acharya— Pg. 4, 
0051). 

As to Claim 16 , Noda teaches a plurality of ports located proximate to each 
other and each sealed in a waterproof manner behind their individual access door (Fig. 
6, Elements 25 and 27 and Fig. 5, Elements 37 and 39). However, Noda fails to 
teach the port being a flash ROM port, and the flash ROM port located proximate to the 
USB port such that, when the access door is in the closed position, the flash ROM port 
is sealed in a waterproof manner behind the access door. Examiner cites Acharya to 
teach a flash ROM port located proximate a USB port (Acharya — Fig. 5, Elements 15, 
25 and 29). At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a 
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person of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the use of a flash ROM port as taught by 
Acharya in the electronic tablet taught by Noda in order to allow another means for 
information to be passed from one electronic device to another electronic device 
(Acharya— Pg. 4, U 0051). In addition, since the specification shows no apparent 
benefits for having a single access door cover all of the ports it is a clear design choice 
based on the specific requirements of the claim. Furthermore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include any waterproof access door, 
including a single integrated waterproof access door that would cover all the ports, into 
the electronic tablet taught by Noda as modified by Acharya since any waterproof 
access door would perform equally well at keeping water out of the ports. Finally, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include a single integrated 
access door to cover all the ports in the electronic tablet taught by Noda as modified by 
Acharya so as to simplify the manufacturing process. 

As to Claim 17 , most of the claim limitations have already been discussed with 
respect to the rejection of Claim 16, with the exception of the electronic apparatus 
comprising a plurality of flash ROM ports. Noda, as modified by Acharya, fails to teach 
a plurality of flash ROM ports. However, the specification fails shows no apparent 
benefits from having a plurality of ROM ports. Therefore, having a plurality of flash 
ROM ports is clearly a design choice based on the specific requirement of the claim. 
Furthermore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include any 
number of flash ROM ports in the electronic tablet taught by Noda as modified by 
Acharya since any number of flash ROM ports would work equally well at allowing 
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information to be passed from one electronic device to another electronic device 
(Acharya—Pg. 4, 0051). 

As to Claims 9-11 , Noda fails to teach a wireless interface comprising an 
infrared/RF interface for receiving the viewable content in a digital format. Examiner 
cites Acharya to teach a wireless interface comprising an infrared/RF interface for 
receiving the viewable content in a digital format (Acharya—Pg. 5, Last sentence of U 
0063 and Pg. 6, Last sentence of H 0064). At the time the invention was made, it 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the use of 
a wireless interface as taught by Acharya in the electronic tablet taught by Noda in order 
to communicate with other electronic devices without the use of a cable thereby 
providing more freedom to relocate. 

As to Claim 19 , Noda fails to teach the housing has dimensions of approximately 
8.5 inches by 1 1 inches. However, the specification shows no apparent benefiets form 
having a housing with the dimensions of 8.5 inches by 1 1 inches. Therefore, having a 
housing with the dimensions of 8.5 inches by 1 1 inches is clearly a design choice based 
on the specific requirements of the claim. Furthermore, it would have been obvious to a 
one of ordinary skill in the art to include a housing of any size, including having the 
dimensions of 8.5 inches by 1 1 inches, into the modified electronic tablet taught by 
Noda and Acharya, since any dimension would perform equally well at protecting the 
electronic components. In addition it would have been obvious to a one of ordinary skill 
in the art to include a housing with the dimensions of 8.5 inches by 1 1 inches in the 
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modified electronic tablet taught by Noda and Acharya so that the device may be more 
portable. 

13. Claims 2-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Noda 
in view of Baraban et al. (U.S. Patent 7,065,658— herein referred to as "Baraban"). 

As to Claim 2 , Noda teaches a rechargeable battery within the housing (Fig. 11, 
Element 23 and Col. 4, lines 65-66). Noda, however, fails to teach an inductive 
charger within the housing for recharging the battery. Examiner cites Baraban to teach 
an inductive charger within the housing for recharging the battery (Baraban— Fig. 6 
and 7, Element 620 and Col. 5, line 63-Col. 6, line 16). At the time the invention was 
made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate 
an inductive charger within a housing as taught by Baraban in the electronic tablet 
taught by Noda in order to make the device watertight and ruggedized (Baraban— Col. 
2, lines 36-39). 

As to Claims 3 and 4 , Noda, as modified by Baraban, fails to teach the inductive 
charger comprises a high frequency coil that operates at a frequency of about 100 kHz. 
Examiner takes Official Notice that having a high frequency coil that operates at a 
frequency of about 100 kHz is well known in the art. At the time the invention was 
made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate 
the use of a high frequency coil with a frequency of about 100 kHz in the electronic 
tablet taught by Noda so that the device may charge up appropriately. Furthermore, at 
the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
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skill in the art to incorporate the use of a high frequency coil at a frequency of about 100 
kHz in the electronic tablet taught by Noda in order to reduce noise. 

14. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Noda 
and Acharya as applied to claims 5, 6, 9-1 1 and 15-17 above, and further in view of 
Baraban. 

As to Claim 18 , Noda, as modified by Acharya, fails to teach an inductive 
charger within the housing for recharging the battery. Examiner cites Baraban to teach 
an inductive charger within the housing for recharging the battery (Baraban— Fig. 6 
and 7, Element 620 and Col. 5, line 63-Col. 6, line 16). At the time the invention was 
made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate 
an inductive charger within a housing as taught by Baraban in the modified electronic 
tablet taught by Noda and Acharya in order to make the device watertight and 
ruggedized (Baraban— Col. 2, lines 36-39). 

15. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Noda 
and Acharya as applied to claims 5, 6, 9-1 1 and 15-17 above, and further in view of 
Ohmori et al. (U.S. Patent 6,339,431— herein referred to as "Ohmori") 

As to Claim 20 . Noda, as modified by Acharya, teaches a touch input screen 
able to receive user-generated input from the touch input screen (Noda — Col. 4, lines 
51-55 and Acharya — Pg. 2, H 0012). Noda, as modified by Acharya, however, fails to 
teach the processor further programmed with instructions for: storing the annotations 
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with the displayed content whereby the annotations are displayed with the content. 
Examiner cites Ohmori to teach receiving user-generated input from the touch input 
screen and representative of written annotations of displayed content; and storing the 
annotations with the displayed content whereby the annotations are displayed with the 
content (Ohmori— Fig.1, Entire figure and Col. 5, lines 1-14 and Col. 10, lines 25- 
52). At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to have the electronic device store annotations with the displayed 
content and have them reappear on command as taught by Ohmori in the modified 
electronic tablet taught by Noda and Acharya so that a user may electronically edit a 
document and remember his annotations. 



Inquiries 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Rodney Amadiz whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7762. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sumati Lefkowitz can be reached on (571) 272-3638. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




R.A. 

Division 2629 
9/30/06 




SUMATI LEFK0WITZ 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



